- - Thusy the sjob-greating  po
.. mation.la present, but the
tomatio . abouk <4, It depen

" things--prics policies, wage policies, mvelt-

“ment policles, and tho;malntenmoo of

) pply
tac»bory o aﬂoo situation it 1s tncorrect.
Prof. James Bright:of Harverd and others
who have looked at particular examples of
the introduction of superior machinery re-
port that the effects of automation vary
greatly.

Bometimes the jobs that are eliminated
required considerable training and experi-
ence, and they are replaced with jobs that
are relatively simple and easy to learn, The
dlsplaced worker who must seek employment
in some other indusatry or occupution will
frequently find himaself forced to accept work
demanding tar less skill and experience than
his old job required. Automation usually
haa a cost, and the displaced worker pays it.

I! one takes & national and longrun view
of automation, it is clear that skill and edu-
cational requirements will be wupgraded.
Bimilarly, technological unemployment tends
to disappear in the long run, The fallacy
lies in the failure to realize that what is true
in the long run need not be true in the
short, and what is true in general 1s not true
in nome specific cases.

(3) Any problem created by automation
can be solved by thes individual firm con-
cerned or by .local government.

Efforta by Individual firms, unions and
locad governments to deal with the problems
created by automation are to be commended.
We should not, however, .blindly put our
trust in.them simply out of ‘fear or dislike
of the Federal Government. ‘Some Federal
activities are warranted on economlc grounds,
and. might obviate the necéssity for the Gov-
ernment to assume & much larger role.

For example, a program to make the Btate
employmant services mors responsive to na-
tional needs and leadership would help our
labor markets function more effectively, but
there 15 strong opposition to such & program.

(4) "Conventional” - jobs® that . represent
truly “productive” work are disappearing.

If one defines “‘conventional” jobs as those
that exist at present, and if one Itmits “pro-
ductive” work to the:production of com-
modiities on” farms ‘and’In factories then
thin statement is true—but rather meaning-
less. . Of course, technalogical change will
result in changes In the type of work re-
quired. " It always has,’ One hundred years
ago most Americans worked on farms, To-
day fewer than 10 percent'do.

Each generation has its own ldeas about
what is a “conventional” Job. Today Jet
pilots and TV repairmen fall into that cate-
gory, but 20 years ago they were not only
unconventional - but- unknown. = Moreover,
not all of the fislds of expanding employ-
ment opportunity are new ones. Teaching
and nursing, for example, are old and *“‘con-
ventional” tnd job opportunulel are growing
rapidly.

The notion thnt some kinds of work are
productive and others are not can be
traced to & Marxian fallacy {inherited from

. ‘ : Ul
blockoa. nlmough undaﬂnvutmont in

' ppportunities. |

A -is highly comiplex and the parts are toti-"
mately related; and. glvan the 1lnability of.
‘.. .Btate mnd local: ‘governments. to doal ad

-quately with. many of the aocial and

‘At the present time sbout 6 percent of our:
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cation in low inocomo Btates is eoonomlqnl‘
wastoful and s prime. cause of unempir

. Given the faet. thut utomation dou pose -
some problemas,:that our: national economy

nomic difficulties now before them, it:
reasonable to canclude that the Paderal Gove
ernment muat play an important and po:ltln\ E
role.

What should this role conalst of? mm
and foremost, the sconomy must be kopt‘
operating at a high level so that output can
expand and workers displaced by techno- .
logical change can seek jobe in & buoyant:
economy. Second, the costs of change should
be distributed falrly -throughout the econ-.
omy. Third, strenuous efforts should be
made to facilitate reemployment of dhplwod
workers.

In the short run, this means support of
retraining and relocation programs, a vastly
expanded employment service and the re-
moval of artificilal barriers to employment
such as racisl prejudice. In the long run,
it calls for a large-scale shoring up of our
educational system, a revolutionary improve-
ment in our approach to vocational educa-
tion and technical training, and the develop-
ment of attitudes and institutions appro-
propriate to the concept of education as &
life long proceas—not one that terminates
with a “dropout” or a diploma.

To sum up: Automation does pose probe-.
lems. Thess problems are not unprece- ..
dented, either in kind or in degree. But,"»
solutions will not come automatically,

We should not fear automation or try
retard it, On the ocontrary, ‘we should wel«
come it, and.try to accelerate it. Automs~
tion is the key to a higher standard of ltving
at home and to Increasing our ability to help
less fortunate peoples abroad. There is no™
need to panic, or to give up our vompetitive
free-market lyntam for some vague and un«
specified controls.

There s need to face the problems wleh

“ r. DODD. Mr. Président, as my ol
lengues are aware, I have had a publio

Agency.

On March 4 Mr. Fisher issued & com-
munication to the press In reply to'a
letter which I had written to the odltor
of the Washington Post and which wWas
printed in their edition of March 1. ...
. On March 7 the Post consented to :
-print & communlication from me replyilnc
to Mr. Fisher’s presentation.

These two items were entered into the
ConaressioNal. Recorp on March 7.
On°March 21.Mr. Fisher sent me a
personal letter, pursuing the discusasion

clusion of his letter, Mr. Flsher u\.ed
that I insert it into the CONGRESSIONAL -

after. :ecelvinz his letter, that 1 would
beJmDDy to do so, -
 I7telt that Mr. Pisher made m m-
gesdingly careful and thoughiful presen.
coolness, 8 athy, intelligence, on in communication of

mination. yn‘:p do-’notmng‘:tutu;:m if ’::a- -‘131 and that it deserved a careful and’
wise and unjust. The grestest danger i not..detailed reply. The drafting of'-this -
that technological change will come -too - TeDly, which runs 20 typewritten pages,
quickly, but that our institutions will adapt -required a good deal of time; and it is
too slowly to the problems and the px‘omlao because of this, that my reply to Mr.

of automation. ‘Fisher was not delivered until this after-
The ultimate scarce resource is manpower. . noon

labor force is unemployed. Bome 20or 8 WM, Presldent I ask unanimous cop'
cent more would probably seek work. Jﬁt sent to insert into the Rxcorp, at the
were available, while short work weeks for.; conclusion of my remarks, both: Mr.
those currently employed represent perhnpo -
an additional 2 or 3 percent of involuntary
unemployment. One must subtract, how
ever, about 3 percent for frictional unam-
ployment—that which le bullt into a dy-.
namic economy—this being about the minf.:

mum level consistent with efMiciency and the
right of workers to change jobs whenever

. Desplte the lengt.h of this excha.m ot
correspondence, I hope my couemig
“will take the trouble to read ft. = Thi
fre some subjects that one can deal with
adequately In a few pages . But ‘the

they wish. On balance, the removal of ail.: problem of the nuclcar tes§’'ban nego-
Involuntary unemployment would raise labor tlations is so complex and/inany sided
input by 7 or 8 percent. that one can only deal 1t properly

Bome increass in output requires no ad-
ditional labor—it needs only increased de-
mand-—but even allowing for this, it s dif-
ficult to ase how a total incresse of more
than 10 to 13 percent could be achieved sole-
ly by eliminating involuntary unemploy-

* by going into it in detail.
I should like to point out, Mr. Preln

dent, that Mr, Fizher and I are f

of many years' standing. I strongly st

ported the establishment of the Agefipy:

-
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exchange of statements on the subjeot.
of ‘the nuclear test ban negotiations .
with Mr. Adrian Fisher, Deputy Director
of the Arms Control and Disarmament

;urther. and attempting to persuade me

.
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; ‘rYield -N;eur’s Level

'~ OF Neutron Bomb -

: "By EABL H. VOSS

i Star Braff Wriier

. The United States has de-
.vrloped a nuclear weapon with
"“enhanced radiatlon” thut may

backing of the administra-
‘t1on's proposed nuclear 1ost ban
treaty

The weapon's pcrformancc
Mr. Fisher indica‘cd. would be
closr enough to that of the
pure-fusion neutron. bomb to
cnable the United' States to

‘approach (he potercy of the ;‘;22' t:;t;']:: lfg‘;“tg‘: b%‘;!‘;gmp'
P FRUIN g Cnen A 3 AV .
1"0 called “death ray™ or nou Conventicna’ nvdrogen bombs
itron bonb nise an atomic bombs or fisslon
Adrian & Fisher, dor 0% bomb, to sct off the fusion.
director of the Arms Cni’ro. PYOCCSs responsible for the re-;
and Disarmament Agency lease of encrgy in the hydro-
closed the developmeni i .ot bumbs. Scientists have
iclose evelopment 2 pacen zecking to eliminate the
iMarch 14 Jetler to =ema 0 jeann trigeer to produce a.
iDodd, Democrat of Copaect~ “pure  fusion”  weapon, thius .
leut, released today. Mm‘:z:mlmgﬁthc }‘plgtix}t-‘ij}i hmf\:y
{ In discussing the nes G- ;nl:.‘x’,‘((x!!)'?x\‘.;‘\r/‘etr;z;xg}ma R
t clae i v .
f\.elopmem. My, Pisher calic ! m“, fusioll  Weapons' "prl-
At ang ~tenhanged  radwbioh magy sgnificance would be in
‘weapont of a tybe now avatl prowdiag s cheaper substitute!
able.” o the explosive component of
i Senator Dodd has beel. 17oour very lauze stockpile of fu-

advocate of  continued 1.U0e:
,testmg Lo develop the so- mhm
ireutron ‘homb. The tiwvire
lbomb would -have a minunon
iblast and heat effect but woeuld
iemu an enormous radiation <. tanes.
{dendly, neutrons that could &l The Senator said the pure-
{people . while PWS(‘WmE struc-fusion weapon, not yet devel-
tures, foped, could be “tailored in far
.+ In his mply to the Fishor et-lower, more  discriminating
‘ter, also relersed today, Sen- yiclds” of tens of tons of TNT
ator Dodd #ald he had known cquivaient, Instead of thou-
of the “enhapced Tadiatin: jsands of tons. The pure-fusion
weapon, but -had “hesitated toiweapon would also be “consid-
‘refer to il because Of its clasqi - erably lghter and therefore
fication.” : more versatile and cffective,”
Asks l)ndd Qupport tienator Dodd contended.

My Pisher aave no Indica- Scex Other Advantages

tion whether -the weapon It Schator Dodd told Mr. Fisher
atready been stockpiled ov Jdt- sat  sclentists and military

<00 weapons,” Mr. Fisher sald,

“enator Dodd. in his reply,
az:ced that pure-fusion weap-
on: would he much cheaper,
ta:. he clatmed other advane

ploved with Amesicun nuhitery men “helieve that the neutron
. forces. Senator Dodd, by as'.- boinb would have revolutionary

Jpy Mr. Fisher whether the U mpileaiions.” |
fenze Department actuaily e In wddition to being cheaper,:

out delay and without danger
to themselves. . . . The absence
of significant fallout would re-
duce the political opposition of

our alliés to the use of tactical}: .
nuclear  weapons and, to this

extent, would make the resort
to such weapons far more
plausible.*

Senator Dodd expressed thej

‘hope that “top priority will be
accorded” the “enhanceéd radia-
ition” weapon as an interim
system “until  the
pombH becomes available.”

Mr.
fusion weapon, or neutron
iLomb. would not provide

great advantage” to either thel .
lUnited Btates or the  Boviet] -
Union, ‘considering “the “very|

lnrge numbers” of pther nu-
clear weapon.s
sides by, : Lh'*‘tlme ‘the ‘pure-
fusion gﬁ could
piled. *

a .
wrote, “woulc’{be of greabcr sig-!

7 other countries
that d 'not. s yet have a’
nuclear capabimy For this.
reason, an Inhibition to the de-' -

velopmem of fusion weapons:

be to our net advantage.”
senator Dodd contended e

test ban treaty probably would

not inhibit Sovict developmontl,'
of pure-fusiop weapons- because} .

they could ‘be tested at such:
small ylelds they could not pos-;

sibly deteo;ud

of letters _covinied the whole:
spectrum of arg

Mr. Fisher tctik the line pre-

;viously  elabor \l'd by other.

~otablished productien rrqur €+ +o suid it “would be much | o
ments for the weapon. Indic ¢4, more  effcetive  than  fission :disarmament “.A‘HCY officials
he did not know. ‘a..pons; 1t would do little; that the ruh of continued
b Fl‘*?e& l‘ﬂm”f‘““‘d 1 damage to our allies’ urban "testing exceed u&a risks of an
tenee of the weapon Lo © 1) ¢ f preat impor-leffective test bl - :
@ plea fnx Benaior Dnd"; centers, and. af i po e test b l & j
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neutron i

Fisher sald the pure-!

vl

pvaﬂable to both}

atock- o ‘

The Fisher-Codd. exchanqe L

yments for and’
against a xmcl"..t: test ban.




